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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to an amendment filed 15 October 2007. Claims 1-20 are 
presented for further consideration. Claims 1,7,14 and 20 are currently amended. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see Remarks (page 8), filed 15 October 2007, with 
respect to the rejection of claims 1-20 under 35 USC 103(a) have been fully considered 
and are persuasive in view of the amended claims. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new grounds of rejection is made in 
view of a newly found prior art reference. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Smith et al. (US Patent 6,333,973) in view of Tindal et al. (US Patent Application 

Publication 2002/0069291) and Middleton (US Patent Application Publication 

2002/0083160), hereinafter referred to as Smith, Tindal and Middleton 

respectively. 
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In reference to claim 1, Smith discloses an integrated messaging center method 
for operating on telecommunications equipment, in order to consolidate messages of 
different types for viewing and manipulation by a user (abstract). Smith discloses: 

• A computer-implemented method for routing messages, received by a 
mobile device (Figure 1-item 1 100), to an application of the mobile device 
(column 2, lines 25-32), comprising: 

• Providing a plurality of providers, wherein each provider is associated with 
a message type (column 5, line 63-column 5, line 15); 

• Receiving a message on the mobile device (column 3, lines 60-column 4, 
line 65); 

• Routing the message to the plurality of providers of the mobile device, 
(column 1, lines 48-67); 

• Associating the message with the at least one of the plurality of providers 
when the at least one of the plurality of providers recognizes the message 
type (column 7, line 7-column 8, line 10); and informing an application of 
the mobile device associated with the provider that the message is waiting 
without the application sending a query to receive an indication that the 
message is waiting (column 8, lines 27-51). 

Although Smith discloses substantial features of the claimed invention, the reference 
fails to disclose the method wherein the plurality of provider are prioritized and the first 
higher highest priority receives the message first and routing the message to the 
provider with the second highest priority when the provider with the first highest does 
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not recognize the message type. Nonetheless, this would have been an obvious 
modification to the method as disclosed by Smith for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention,, as further evidenced by Tindal. 

In an analogous art, Tindal discloses dynamic configuration of network devices 
for efficient data transfer. Tindal further discloses plurality of providers are prioritized 
and the first higher highest priority receives the message first (i.e. route via the service 
having the higher preference) and routing the message to the provider with the second 
highest priority when the provider with the first highest does not recognize the message 
type (paragraphs [0025]-[0027]). One of ordinary skill in the art would have been so 
motivated to accordingly modify the method of Smith so as to maximize network 
resources and revenue by providing higher priority services to customers (Tindal; 
paragraph [0025], lines 13-16). However, the references fail to show accessing a 
registry of the mobile device, wherein the registry includes data that indicates priority of 
each of the plurality of prioritized providers with respect to one another; and providing 
prioritized providers in accordance with the priority indicated by the registry of the 
mobile device. These features were well-known in the art and thus would have been an 
obvious modification to the method of Smith and Tindal, as further evidenced by 
Middleton. 

In an analogous art, Middleton discloses a method for managing applications and 
data residing on a mobile device (abstract). Middleton further discloses accessing a 
registry of the mobile device (i.e. Figure 1-item 13; paragraph [0013], lines 2-8), wherein 
the registry includes data (i.e. parameters) that indicates priority of each of the plurality 
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of prioritized providers (i.e. applications) with respect to one another (i.e. priority of use; 
paragraph [0006], lines 6-10; paragraph [0014], lines 15-32); and providing prioritized 
providers in accordance with the priority indicated by the registry of the mobile device 
(paragraph [0006], lines 4-13). Thus, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art to employ the registry of the mobile device including priority of providers 
taught by Middleton, since the registry could have been used in combination with the 
message routing method of the mobile device taught by Smith and Tindal, with no 
change to their respective functions to achieve the predictable result providing a 
plurality of prioritizing providers on a mobile device. 

In reference to claim 7, Smith discloses an integrated messaging center method 
and associated software (column 5, line 58-column 6, line 2) for operating on 
telecommunications equipment, in order to consolidate messages of different types for 
viewing and manipulation by a user (abstract). Smith discloses: 

• A computer-readable medium having computer executable instructions for 
routing messages (column 5, line 58-column 6, line 2), received by a 
mobile device (Figure 1-item 1100), to an application of the mobile device 
(column 2, lines 25-32), comprising: 

• Receiving a message on the mobile device (column 3, lines 60-column 4, 
line 65) having a message type indicated by a character sequence in the 
message, (column 2, lines 37-46); and wherein each provider is 
associated with a message type (column 5, line 63-column 5, line 15); 
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• Routing the message to the plurality of providers of the mobile device, 
(column 1, lines 48-67;column 5, line 63-column 5, line 15); 

• Associating the message with the at least one of the plurality of providers 
when the at least one of the plurality of providers recognizes the character 
sequence (column 7, line 7-column 8, line 10); and informing an 
application of the mobile device associated with the provider that the 
message is waiting without the application sending a query to receive an 
indication that the message is waiting (column 8, lines 27-51). 

Although Smith discloses substantial features of the claimed invention, the reference 
fails to disclose the method wherein there plurality of providers are a list of prioritized 
providers and routing the message to a first prioritized provider associating the 
message with the first prioritized provider when the first prioritized provider recognizes 
the character sequence; and routing the message to a second prioritized provider when 
the first prioritized provider does not recognize the character sequence. Nonetheless, 
this would have been an obvious modification to the method as disclosed by Smith for 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by 
Tindal. 

In an analogous art, Tindal discloses dynamic configuration of network devices 
for efficient data transfer (abstract). Tindal further discloses the plurality of providers are 
a list of prioritized providers and the routing the message to a first prioritized provider 
associating the message with the first prioritized provider when the first prioritized 
provider recognizes the character and routing the message to a second prioritized 
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provider when the first prioritized provider does not recognize the character sequence 
(paragraphs [0025]-[0027]). One of ordinary skill in the art would have been so 
motivated to accordingly modify the method of Smith so as to maximize network 
resources and revenue by providing higher priority services to customers (Tindal 
paragraph [0025], lines 13-16). However, the references fail to show accessing a 
registry of the mobile device, wherein the registry includes data that indicates priority of 
each of the plurality of prioritized providers with respect to one another; and providing a 
plurality of prioritized providers on the mobile device in accordance with the priority 
indicated by the registry of the mobile device. These features were well-known in the art 
and thus would have been an obvious modification to the method of Smith and Tindal, 
as further evidenced by Middleton. 

In an analogous art, Middleton discloses a method for managing applications and 
data residing on a mobile device (abstract). Middleton further discloses accessing a 
registry of the mobile device (i.e. Figure 1-item 13; paragraph [0013], lines 2-8), wherein 
the registry includes data (i.e. parameters) that indicates priority of each of the plurality 
of prioritized providers (i.e. applications) with respect to one another (i.e. priority of use; 
paragraph [0006], lines 6-10; paragraph [0014], lines 15-32); and providing prioritized 
providers in accordance with the priority indicated by the registry of the mobile device 
(paragraph [0006], lines 4-13). Thus, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art to employ the registry of the mobile device including priority of providers 
taught by Middleton, since the registry could have been used in combination with the 
message routing method of the mobile device taught by Smith and Tindal, with no 
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change to their respective functions to achieve the predictable result providing a 
plurality of prioritizing providers on a mobile device. 

In reference to claim 14, Smith discloses an integrated messaging center system 
employed for operating on telecommunications equipment, in order to consolidate 
messages of different types for viewing and manipulation by a user (abstract). Smith 
discloses: 

• A system (Figure 5) for routing messages received by a mobile device to 
an application of the mobile device (column 2, lines 25-32), comprising: 

• A processor and a computer-readable medium (column 5, line 58-column 
6, line 2; Figure 3); 

• An operating environment stored on the computer-readable medium and 
executing on the processor, (column 5, line 58-column 6, line 23; Figure 

3); 

• A communication connection device operating under the control of the 
operating environment (column 5, lines 9-31); 

• A routing device operating under the control of the operating environment 
and operative to perform actions, (column 6, line 65-column 7, line 15); 

• Providing a plurality of providers, wherein each provider is associated with 
a message type (column 5, line 63-column 5, line 15); 
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• Receiving a message on the mobile device (column 3, lines 60-column 4, 
line 65) having a provider indicator in the message, (column 2, lines 37- 
46); 

• Routing the message to the plurality of providers of the mobile device, 
(column 1, lines 48-67); 

• Associating the message with the at least one of the plurality of providers 
when the at least one of the plurality of providers recognizes provider 
indicator (column 7, line 7-column 8, line 10); and delivering the message 
to an application of the mobile device associated with the at least one 
provider when the at least one provider recognizes the provider indicator, 
wherein the application is informed that the message is waiting without the 
application sending a query to receive an indication that the message is 
waiting (column 8, lines 27-51). 

Although Smith discloses substantial features of the claimed invention, the reference 
fails to disclose the method wherein there plurality of providers are a list of prioritized 
providers and routing the message until at least one provider of the mobile device 
recognizes the provider indicator, wherein the message is routed according to a priority 
level of the provider, whereon the provider having the first highest level of priority 
receives the message first, and wherein the message is routed to a provider having a 
second highest level of priority when the provider having the first highest level of priority 
does not recognize the provider indicator . Nonetheless, this would have been an 
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obvious modification to the method as disclosed by Smith for one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by Tindal. 

In an analogous art, Tindal discloses dynamic configuration of network devices 
for efficient data transfer (abstract). Tindal further discloses the plurality of providers are 
a list of prioritized providers routing the message until at least one provider of the mobile 
device recognizes the provider indicator, wherein the message is routed according to a 
priority level of the provider, wherein the provider having the first highest level of priority 
receives the message first and wherein the message is routed to a provider having a 
second highest level of priority when the provider having the first highest level of priority 
does not recognize the provider indicator (paragraphs [0025]-[0027]). One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been so motivated to accordingly modify the system of Smith 
so as to maximize network resources and revenue by providing higher priority services 
to customers (Tindal paragraph [0025], lines 13-16). However, the references fail to 
show accessing a registry of the mobile device, wherein the registry includes data that 
indicates priority of each of the plurality of prioritized providers with respect to one 
another; and providing a plurality of prioritized providers on the mobile device in 
accordance with the priority indicated by the registry of the mobile device. These 
features were well-known in the art and thus would have been an obvious modification 
to the system of Smith and Tindal, as further evidenced by Middleton. 

In an analogous art, Middleton discloses a system for managing applications and 
data residing on a mobile device (abstract). Middleton further discloses accessing a 
registry of the mobile device (i.e. Figure 1-item 13; paragraph [0013], lines 2-8), wherein 
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the registry includes data (i.e. parameters) that indicates priority of each of the plurality 
of prioritized providers (i.e. applications) with respect to one another (i.e. priority of use; 
paragraph [0006], lines 6-10; paragraph [0014], lines 15-32); and providing prioritized 
providers in accordance with the priority indicated by the registry of the mobile device 
(paragraph [0006], lines 4-13). Thus, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art to employ the registry of the mobile device including priority of providers 
taught by Middleton, since the registry could have been used in combination with the 
message routing system of the mobile device taught by Smith and Tindal, with no 
change in their respective functions to achieve the predictable result providing a plurality 
of prioritizing providers on a mobile device. 

In reference to claim 20, Smith discloses an integrated messaging center method 
for operating on telecommunications equipment, in order to consolidate messages of 
different types for viewing and manipulation by a user (abstract). Smith discloses: 

• A computer-implemented method for routing messages, received by a 
mobile device (Figure 1-item 1 100), to an application of the mobile device 
(column 2, lines 25-32), comprising: 

• Providing a plurality of providers, wherein each provider is associated with 
a message type and at least one application of the mobile device (column 
5, line 63-column 5, line 15); 

• Receiving at least one message including a provider character sequence 
(column 2, lines 37-46; column 3, lines 60-column 4, line 65); 
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• Routing the at least one message to the plurality of providers until one of 
the plurality of providers recognizes the provider character sequence, 
wherein the message is routed each of the providers, (column 1 , lines 48- 
67); 

• Indicating the message is recognized (i.e. notification messages; column 
7, line 7-column 8, line 10); 

• Associating the message with the recognized provider (column 7, line 7- 
column 8, line 10); and informing an application of the mobile device 
associated with the provider that the message is waiting without the 
application sending a query to receive an indication that the message is 
waiting (column 8, lines 27-51); 

• Requesting by the application delivery of the message (column 8, lines 
65); 

• Associating the request with the recognized provider (column 8, lines 35- 
45; Figure 7A); 

• Formatting the message for the application (column 7, lines 24-30); 

• Delivering the formatted message to the application (column 9, line 24- 
column 10, line 56). 

Although Smith discloses substantial features of the claimed invention, the reference 
fails to disclose the method wherein there plurality of providers are a list of prioritized 
providers and routing the message until at least one provider of the mobile device 
recognizes the provider indicator, wherein the message is routed according to a priority 
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level of the provider, wherein the provider having the first highest level of priority 
receives the message first, and wherein the message is routed to a provider having a 
second highest level of priority when the provider having the first highest level of priority 
does not recognize the provider indicator . Nonetheless, this would have been an 
obvious modification to the method as disclosed by Smith for one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention, as further evidenced by Tindal. 

In an analogous art, Tindal discloses dynamic configuration of network devices 
for efficient data transfer (abstract). Tindal the plurality of providers are a list of 
prioritized providers routing the message until at least one provider of the mobile device 
recognizes the provider indicator, wherein the message is routed according to a priority 
level of the provider, whereon the provider having the first highest level of priority 
receives the message first and wherein the message is routed to a provider having a 
second highest level of priority when the provider having the first highest level of priority 
does not recognize the provider indicator (paragraphs [0025]-[0027]).One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been so motivated to accordingly modify the system of Smith 
so as to maximize network resources and revenue by providing higher priority services 
to customers (Tindal paragraph [0025], lines 13-16). However, the references fail to 
show accessing a registry of the mobile device, wherein the registry includes data that 
indicates priority of each of the plurality of prioritized providers with respect to one 
another; and providing a plurality of prioritized providers on the mobile device in 
accordance with the priority indicated by the registry of the mobile device. These 
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features were well-known in the art and thus would have been an obvious modification 
to the method of Smith and Tindal, as further evidenced by Middleton. 

In an analogous art, Middleton discloses a method for managing applications and 
data residing on a mobile device (abstract). Middleton further discloses accessing a 
registry of the mobile device (i.e. Figure 1-item 13; paragraph [0013], lines 2-8), wherein 
the registry includes data (i.e. parameters) that indicates priority of each of the plurality 
of prioritized providers (i.e. applications) with respect to one another (i.e. priority of use; 
paragraph [0006], lines 6-10; paragraph [0014], lines 15-32); and providing prioritized 
providers in accordance with the priority indicated by the registry of the mobile device 
(paragraph [0006], lines 4-13). Thus, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art to employ the registry of the mobile device including priority of providers 
taught by Middleton, since the registry could have been used in combination with the 
message routing method of the mobile device taught by Smith and Tindal, with no 
change in their respective functions to achieve the predictable result providing a plurality 
of prioritizing providers on a mobile device. 

In reference to claims 2, 8 and 15, Smith shows the SMS routing comprising: 
waiting for the application to request the message formatting the message to the 
requirements of the application and delivering the formatted message to the application 
(column 8, line 35-51; column 9, lines 23-column 10, line 56). 
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In reference to claims 3 and 16, Tindal shows the SMS method comprising: 
providing the message to a provider based on a priority level; and determining if the 
prioritized provider is associated with the message, (paragraphs [0025]-[0027]). 

In reference to claims 4 and 11, Tindal shows the SMS message routing method 
wherein the providers have a unique priority level, (paragraphs [0025]-[0027]). 

In reference to claims 5,12 and 17 Tindal shows the SMS routing method 
comprising: receiving a response from the prioritized provider indicating if the prioritized 
provider is associated with the message and associating the message with the 
prioritized provider if the received response indicates that the prioritized provider is 
associated with the message, (paragraphs [0025]-[0027]). 

In reference to claims 6, 13, and 18 Smith shows the SMS routing method 
wherein: associating the message with the prioritized provider if the received response 
indicates that the prioritized provider is associated with the message further comprises 
storing the message in a location associated with the prioritized provider, (column 7, line 
15-column 8, line 10). 

In reference to claims 9 and 19, Smith shows a SMS routing software product 
with computer-executable instructions wherein: formatting the message for the 
application further comprises: providing access to the message to the provider 
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associated with the requesting service; and the provider associated with the requesting 
application formatting the message to the requirements of the application (column 9, 
line 23-column 10, line 56). 

In reference to claim 10, Tindal shows a SMS routing software product with 
computer-executable instructions comprising: prioritizing the list of providers based on a 
priority level; and providing access to the message to each of the prioritized providers in 
order of the priority until the message has been associated, (paragraphs [0025]-[0027]). 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LaShanya R Nash whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3957. The examiner can normally be reached on 9am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571) 272-3949. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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